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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for inncvation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mugt be rooted in manufuoturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studics to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tel} technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necemsarily reflect what consumers like me actually went, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

1f the FCC issues a broadcaest flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleage do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Scott LePera

4407 Meridian Ave N
Seattle, WA 58103
USA
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October 10, 2003

Comumussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wrniing to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digytal
telewision. As a4 consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innevaton, consumer
rights, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competiive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 11 manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-recephon equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflact
what consumers ke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

The idea of protecting the broadcast industry from a threat that has yet to materialize is ludicrous and personally
insulting, The broadcast netwocls are scrambling to prop up a fading business model (free programming
supported by advertizers). This model has falled on the web, and seems doomed to fail hers as well. As a
consumer, if I could pay a reasonable fee to tailor the channels I want to zeceive and had the ability to tum
channels on or off at will (or 25 a partscular program [ wantad to see came on), I would be happy to pay for that
service. I already have no problem payng for HBO. Their model 15 excallent. They produce quality programmung,
1 pay for their service. That 15 not playing the odds hke NBC, ABC, CBS and thetr 1k - that s common sense.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Jason Gessner

1237 Summersweet Ln
Bardett, IL 60103
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NV

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing mavie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipmnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can cresate This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more maoney for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely,

Kelly Guimont

8729 SE Alder
Portland, OR 97216
Usi
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October 10, 2003

Commistioner Michael ] Copps
Federa) Commutiications Commiseion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCCemandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitel televivion As o consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such e policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronios must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto featnres of DTV-teception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consnmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for yonr time

Sincerely,

Paul Mueller
3956 E Flower 5t
Tucson, AZ 85712
Usa
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Octaber 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppositiont to any FCCsmandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technolopy for digital television As a consumer
end citizen, 1 feel etrongly that such @ peliay would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate edoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted in mannfacturers' ability to innovate for their customere Allowing
movie studios to veto featured of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts what new products they can
create This will result in products that don™ necessarily refiect what consmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for infetior finotionality

If the FCC igsues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually bs lese likely to make an investrment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kevin Scheetz

7014 Southberry Hill
Canfield, OH 44406
usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D & 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadeast fleg" tachnolagy for digital television As a
consumer and citfzen, | feel strongly that auch a paiiey would be bad for innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be roated In manufacturers' abllity to lnnovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto faatures of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create This will resuit in products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result ih me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

if the FCC Isaues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment In OTV-capabile receiers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digtal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Lawrence Jacob Slebert
18980 Oakridge Lane
Morgan HIll, CA 55037
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

WYashington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consuper electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to i1nnovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat new products they can crsate This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like ne actually want, and i1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other sgquipnent I will not pay
mnore for devices that limit my rights at the beshest of Hollywood FPlease do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joe Hughes

32 Gak St ¥2
Somerville, MA 02143
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, ] feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conmmer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive matket for consumer electrosnics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie stadios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tel! technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could rewult itt me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuglly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank yon for your time

Sincetely,

Dave Mart

695 Sherrylynn Blvd #16
Pleasant Hill, [A 50327
USA
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Oetober 10, 2003

Comemussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnicatons Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adopton of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromues must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability 1o innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and st could result in me being charged more money for infenor
tunctionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast fleg mandate, I would actually be less ikely to make an imnvestment :n DTV-capable
recervers and other equpment. I wall not pay more for dewices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Alberto Escarlate
163 Impenal Ave
Westport, CT 06880
UsA
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October 11, 2003

Commistioner Micheel ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michasl Copps,

[ am writing to voice my oppotition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadeast flag" technology for digital television As a conmmer
and citizen, T feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innavetion, consumer sights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A tobust, competitive market for consumer electronios must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to inovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what congumers like me sotmally want, and it could regult in me being
charged more money for infetior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-ocapable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay mote for devices that imit my tights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcest flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Lee Wilmeth

1104 Cypress Court
Mansfield, TX 75063
uUsa
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October 11, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to valee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be baed for Innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimete
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted Ih manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers Allowihg movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception aquipment wili enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be [aas llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will net pay mare for davices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadeast flag technotogy for dightal television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Willlam Melntyre
2107 Gth Ave
Langmont, CO 80501
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner ¥Wichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NYW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result i1in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other sgquipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for yvour time

Sincerely,

Andrev Sawczyn
1661 Fearn Circile
Atlanta, GA 303189
USa
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October 11, 2003

Commuissiones Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, I2.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wohng to voice my opposihion to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” rechnology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy weuld be bad for innovaben, consumer
oghts, and the ultumate adoption of DTV,

A robust, cornpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abhity to mnovate for
their customners. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equupment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
whar consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mfenor
functonaliry.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to make an investment in DTV -capabie
recervers and other equupment. I will not pay more for devices that bmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.,
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digatal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Suncerely,

nchard gllam

82 old route one
Hancock, ME 04640
USA
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October 11, 2003

Comemussioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Communications Comsmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

] am woating to voice my oppositien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technelogy for digtal
telewision. As a consumer and atzen, I feal strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customners. Allowning mowie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment wnll enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumess like me actually want, and it could result 10 me being charged more money for nfenor
funcuonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to maks an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that lumit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digatal telewisson. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

Steve Pelletier
1231 Oaklawn Rd
Arcadia, CA 91006
USA




To

Page 1 of 1 6 47 45 AM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

Qctober 11, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposthon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadceast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and atzen, 1 feel strongly that such a pohicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adopton of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to nnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bemng chacged more money for infenor
functicnality.

If the FCC 1s5ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
tecervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that Limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for diptal telewision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Matt Hactman

372 Hatley Cazcle NE
Concerd, NC 28025
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commilssion
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volce my appasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast tiag" technology for dighal talevialon As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley wolid be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranics must be rooted In menufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
eustomers Allowing movie studios to veto featurea of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect whet consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged maors money for inferior functionality

If the FCC (ssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTv-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digitai television Thank you for your time

Sinceraly,

Alan G Oleskl

114 Thorne Dr
Bethpage, NY 11714
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Comhission
445 12th Street. HW

Vashington. D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I an wvriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability toc innovate for their customers Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functiocnalaity

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an 1nvestment i1n DIV-capable receivers and other squipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit mny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Brian Nicks

952 Castlewood Dr Apt 1
Los Gatos, Ch 95032

Usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Comtnunleations Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, © C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

[ am writing to volce my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcest flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, ) feel strangly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, ¢ansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufecturers' abliity to Innovate for their
custatners Allowing mavie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists
what new products they can create This will resuit In products that don't necassarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money for nferlor functionality

If the FCC Iasues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capabla recalvers
and other aquipment | will not pay more for devices that lImit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleagse do net mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael Rush

3809 Falrway Circle
Las Vegas, NV 83108
Usa
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Gommussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and anzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bed for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abihity to mnovate for
thetr customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infencr
functonality.

If the FCC sssues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less hikely to make an investment i DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal telewision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Richard Wart

603 Wild Forest Dr.
Homewood, AL 35209
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commilssioner Michael J Copps
Fedaral Communications Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon As a

consumer and cltizen, | feal strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, conasumer rights, and the ultimate
adeptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necsssarlly reflect what consumers likg me
actusily want, and it couid resuilt In me being charged more money for inferlor functionality

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandste, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay mara for devicea that limit my rights at the bshest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislan Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Andrew Garcla

1022 Plarce St

San Francisco, CA 94115
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street., NU

Washington, D C 20654

Dear Hichael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy vould be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Rob Blackwelder

280 Lenox Ave Suite Q
Qakland, Ci 94610

USh




To

Page 1 of 1 12 32 00 AM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

Octobar 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technolegy for dighal television Ag a

consumer ahd citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for innavation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electranics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abliity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recepticn equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In ploducts that don't necessarily refisct what consumers ilke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for inferior functicnality.

It the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuelly be iess llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recenvers
and other aguipment | will not pay mere for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Slneerely,

Marko Antonlo Jullo Espinora Cangehuaia
Fergusonstraat 98

Oranjestad, FRGSTRSS

Aruba
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October 10. 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, HW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted 1in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their custorers Aillowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-—reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result i1n products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV—capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit mny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

daron Edberg

210 Starlane Draive
La Canada., Cj 21011
USA
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Cetober 10, 2003

Commissionar Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D C 20854

Dear Miehael Copps,

| am writing to volee my appasition to any FCC-mandated adsption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As e
corsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy wolld be bad for Innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturars’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmant will enable the studios to tell technologlists
what new products they can create This will result In products that dan't neceassilly reflact what conaumsrs like me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferior functionaiity.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actuslly ba lass fikely to make an [nvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at tha bahast of Hollywoed Please do not mandate
broadecast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

seth wandersman
210 rivington st
apt?

New York, NY 10002
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for dighta! television As a
consumer and citizen, | feal strongly that sueh a policy would be bad for innovation, eonsumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer alectronlea must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelir
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will anable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This wi! result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functianality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less Iikely to make an [hvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and ather equlpment | wili not pay mors for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mizhael Alderate

589 Halght Street

Sen Francisco, CA 94117
USA




—re— e R O T T, TRV TON0RT O TaAULIUYY -

October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing te volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated edoption of "breadcast flag"” technalogy for dighal television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feal strongly that such e policy would be bad for innovation, congumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronica must be rooted In manufacturars' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers Ilke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Interlor functionality.

It the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an nvestment in DTV-capable recaivers
and other equiptent | will nat pay rmore far devicas that limit imy rights at the bahest ot Hollywood. Please do net mandete
broadcast flag technelogy for dighel telavision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Rabert kaye

713 Grand Ave #4

San Luls Cblspo, CA 93401
USA
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Qctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, KW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC—-pandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television is a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create Thias will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged nore mnoney for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipmant I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital televasion Thank vou for your time

Sincerely,

Hark Langston

4337 Renaissance Dr #320
San Jose. CA 95134

USA
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Cetober 10, 2003

Commissiener Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20564

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writihg 1 volce my opposition ta any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flag” technalogy for dighal television As a
consumer and chizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' gblitty to Innovate for thelr
customners Allowihg movie studios to veto features of DTV-recaption aquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result ih me being charged more money for Infarior functionality

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandats, ! would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-¢capable receivers
and other squipment | wili not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywoed Please do not mandete
broadcast flag technelogy for dighal teievision Thank you for your fime

Sincerely,

Rlana Pfefferkorn
48875 Windmlll Drive
Fremont, CA 94539
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communicat:ions Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an wvriting to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, compstitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manutacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studics to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result 1in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result 1in me being charged nore money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capables receivers and other equipment I will! not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the beshest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely,

Zach Malmgren

127 Hines
Peoria. 1L 61614
USh
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October 10, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am woting to voice my opposihen to any FCC-mandsated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digtal
telemsion. As 4 consumer and atzen, I feal strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultrmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' abihity to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DT V.reception equipment wll enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers ke me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me beng charged more money for infenos
funchonality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lzss likely to maka an investment n DTV-capable
teceivers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that hrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate brogdcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Judson Dunn

4707 Pin Qak Park #1031
Houston, TX 77081

USA




